[Head before the British Association and the Central Branch of the British Dental Association.] Teeth beyond the ordinary number may occur in the incisor portion of the dental series, and fall, when present, into two categories?supplemental, that is, incisiform, though generally smaller than the normal incisors, and supernumerary or conical teeth, which do not conform to the shape of any other member of the dental series in man. These teeth have been described by various authors, the following being a resume of the literature of the subject. Eustachius states that he has observed two cases of supernumerary teeth, and cites Alexander de Benedictis as having also seen such. Meckel observes that they are more common in the front and in the superior maxilla, and that they differ from the normal teeth in size and shape, being smaller The human subject does not possess the third inc'sors nor the first two premolars, so that a somewhat abrupt change of form in passing from the incisors to canines, and from the latter to the bicuspids is no more than might be anticipated."
It will be seen from this quotation that Tomes puts forward the theory which we support upon the evidence of Homalodontotherium. If we suppose either Ini or In2 to be the missing tooth, the gradation theory falls to the ground unless indeed we assume that pari passu wi+h the suppression of one or other of these teeth, the remaining become modified in form, so that the gradual alternation in shape to the canine is lost, an assumption which is not supported by any facts of which we are aware.
2.
It has long been held, and the facts which have been brought forward, together with those which we have yet to deal with, appear amply to warrant the belief that the lateral incisor In2 is at present being gradually suppressed. This being so, it seems prima facie much more likely that the tooth which has already been lost is that which was next behind it in the original dental series.
3. In all those cases in which there are six or five incisor teeth in series, the additional tooth is, in our opinion, indisputably placed behind the lateral incisor, and is, in fact, as Dr. Albrecht and Professor Turner have styled it a " precanine." This feature is well shown in one of our specimens, where a small incisiform tooth is placed behind the true lateral and in series with it. Another a^ain affords an admirable example of a similar state of affairs. On the right hand there are present Ini corresponding to Ini on the left, In2 corresponding in like manner to its fellow of the opposite side, and behind it, and in a series with it, is an Ins which forms a good instance of a tooth tending towards the shape of th^ canine, and bridging over the interval in shape normally observed between this tooth and that ot the region in front. We believe that an examination of specimens of superfluous incisor teeth placed in proper series will go entirely to prove that the suppressed incisor is the third, and the argument thus supplied we consider far more conclusive than either of the others which we have advanced, valuable as they are, as corroborative evidence.
III.
This loss is consequent upon the contraction of the anterior part of the jaw.
The fact that the jaws and alveolar arches of higher races are less well formed than those of lower is sufficiently recognized. On Amongst these cases of suppression are three which form an intesesting family group. The parents of these three children belong to the upper classes, were not related to one another, and present themselves no dental abnormalities. The eldest child, a girl aged 22, has neither lateral incisor in the upper jaw; the second, also a girl aged 20, wants the right lateral; whilst the third, a boy aged 17, wants, like the eldest, both the permanent laterals, but the deciduous right lateral is still present.
We think that, so far as the evidence ffom dental abnormalities goes, the case for the present suppression of the lateral incisors may be considered to be fairly complete.
V.
Conical Teeth a Reversion to tie Primitive Type.? That the simplest form of tooth is the conical'is an obvious fact from Comparative Anatomy.
It is interesting to observe, then, that in most of the cases in which ah attempt at a reversion to the full dentition is being made by nature, and others in which a portion of the present dentition is being suppressed, the abnormal tooth, being apparently unable to attain to its full development, remains of the same shape in which in lower animals is normal.
It is instructive to find that this reversion to the conical shape may be found in supernumerary teeth in other animals. We have a skull of a Midas rosalia, in which in the upper jaw there is a supernumerary tooth which we consider to be a premolar, This tooth has the same conical form as the supernumeraries in Man, and differs thus very markedly from the shape of its fellows of the same series.?
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